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Responsive to communication(s) filed on 13 December 2007 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)Kl This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) £3 Claim(s) 26-50 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEl Claim(s) 26-50 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 
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10) Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 26-50 are pending. 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this 
application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
12/13/2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35' U.S. C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 26-30, 32, 33, 36, 38-42, and 46-50 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Russo et al. 
(US 20030115490) in view of Croome et al. (US 20040014423), in 
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view of Shirai (US 6763249) and further in view of Hastings et 
al. (US 6370629) . 

As per claims 26, 27, 32, 33, 36, 38, 39, 46, 48, 49 and 50 
Russo et al. discloses a storage unit configured f or ' prestoring 
first authentication information relating to and given by an 
original* user, and having a first user area corresponding to the 
first storage authentication information (see paragraph 40).; a 
judgment unit operable to judge whether to perform 
authentication (see paragraph 46); a reception unit operable to 
receive reception authentication information that authenticates 
a user, if the judgment unit judges affirmative (see paragraph 
52) ; a reception unit configured for requesting and receiving 
authentication information from a current user; a tamper- 
resistant authentication unit configured for authenticating the 
received authentication information of the current user based on 
the prestored first authentication information and judge whether 
the received reception authentication information matches the 
storage authentication information (see paragraphs 12, 46-52); 
and a permission unit configured for permitting use of the first 
area to the user if the reception authentication information is 
judged to match the storage authentication information wherein 
the authentication information is biometric information (see 
paragraphs 46-52). 
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Russo et al. fails to disclose the use- of a time difference ■ 
to determine if authentication is necessary. 

However, Croome et al . teaches the use of a time difference 
to determine if authentication is necessary (see paragraphs 116 
and 117) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to require the 
authentication taught by Russo et al. only when a time 
difference exceeds a predetermine value. 

Motivation to do so would have been to modify the 
functionality of the device based on a security policy (i.e. to 
make the device more secure) (see paragraph 116) . 

The modified Russo et al. and Croome et al. system fails to 
disclose the time difference is based on the detection of the 
connection and disconnection of a portable recording apparatus. 

However, Shirai teaches recording a history of the mounting 
of a medium (see column 5 lines 46-55) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to store the mounting 
history of the SIM card to determine the time difference in the 
modified Russo et al. and Croome et al. system. 
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Motivation to do so would have been to prevent the illicit 
copying of a user identification card (see Shirai column 1 lines 
'49-53). 

The modified Russo et al., Croome et al. and Shirai system 
fails to disclose judging the current time and location obtained 
from the terminal with pre-stored values. 

However, Hastings et al. teaches judging the current time 
and location obtained from a terminal with pre-stored values 
(see column 5 lines 52-61 and column 6 lines 10-60) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the judging 
means of Hastings et al. in the modified Russo et al . , Croome et 
al. and Shirai system. 

Motivation to do so would have been restrict the use to 
certain geographic areas and times (see Hastings et al. column 2 
lines 38-55) . 

As per claims 28, 40, and 47, the modified Russo et al., 
Croome et al . , Shirai, and Hastings et al. system discloses the 
storage unit is configured for storing second authentication 
information different from the first authentication information, 
and relates to and is given by the original user, and includes a 
second area corresponding to the second authentication 
information, the tamper-resistant authentication unit is 
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configured for judging whether or not the received 

authentication information of the current user matches the 

second authentication information, and for authenticating the 

current user if the received authentication information of the 

current user matches the second authentication information; and 

the permission unit is configured for permitting use of the 

* 

second user area to the current user if said tamper-resistant 
authentication unit authenticates the received authentication 
information of the current user based on the second 
authentication information, or said judgment unit judges that 
one or both of the obtained time difference and the obtained 
place difference is not greater than or equal to the 
corresponding predetermined value (see Russo et al. paragraphs 
46-52 and 54) . 

As -per claims 29, 30, 41, and 42, the modified R.usso et 
al., Croome et al., Shirai, and Hastings et al. system discloses 
a history storage subunit configured for prestoring connection 
history information, which is information indicating one or both 
of the prior connection time, and the prior connection place; a 
connection detection subunit configured for detecting the 
connection to the terminal apparatus; an information obtaining 
subunit configured for, when the connection to the terminal 
apparatus is detected by the connection detection subunit, 
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obtaining current connection information, which is information 
indicating one or both of the current connection time ad the 
current connection place; and an information judgment subunit 
configured for obtaining a time difference and/or a place 
difference using the connection history information and the 
current connection information (see Shirai column 5 lines 46-55 
and Croome et al. paragraphs 116 and 117). 
5. Claims 31, 37, 43 and 45 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the modified Russo et 
al., Croome et al., Shirai, and Hastings et al. system as 
applied to the claims above, and further in view of Fujii (US 
' 6832721) . 

As per claims 31, 37, 43 and 45, the modified Russo et al., 
Croome et al., Shirai, and Hastings et al. system fails to 
disclose recording the history of mounting and using position 
information in the history to determine when authentication is 
necessary . 

However, Fujii teaches the use of position information for 
authentication (see column 5 line 66 through column 6 line 16) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art for the modified Russo et 
al., Croome et al., Shirai, and Hastings et al. system to 
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additionally check position information before requiring the 
user to authenticate. 

Motivation to do so would have been to prevent third party 
impersonators from using the information on the card (see Fujii 
column 5 line' 66 through column 6 line 16) . 

6. Claims 34, 35, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over the modified Russo et al., Croome et 
al., Shirai, and Hastings et al. system as applied to claims 26 
and 38 above, and further in view of Bishop et al . (US 
20020065106) . 

As per claims 9, 10, 19 and 20 the modified Russo et al., 
Croome et al., Shirai, and Hastings et al. system fails to 
disclose the medium storing a phone number which may be selected 
for use in communications and authentication. 

However Bishop et al. teaches such information is stored 
and used on a medium (see paragraphs 7 and 53-56) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the phone 
number information in the medium of the modified Russo et al . , 
Croome et al., Shirai, and Hastings et al. system. 

Motivation to do so would have been to allow a user to 
choose different phone numbers to make and receive calls (see 
Bishop et al. paragraphs 53-56). 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 26-50 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground (s) of 
rejection . 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Roese, 
Rangedahl, Inoe, and Glick teach methods of time and/or location 
authentication /authorization . 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Michael 
Pyzocha whose telephone number is (571) 272-3875. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm first Fridays of the 
bi-week off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be 
reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you - have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPT0 Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 
(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



MJP 




